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REPLY BRIEF 



Sir: 



This is in reply to the Examiner's Answer dated September 
16, 2004. 



In the paragraph bridging pages 4 and 5 of the Examiner's 
Answer dated September 16, 2004, the Examiner contends that the 
language of claim 2 fails to define the isolator in a manner 
which would preclude the interpretation taken by the Examiner. 
Such a contention is wrong. Claim 2 is clear that the system 
includes at least one vibration isolator with "each vibration 
isolator having a plurality of layers with at least one layer 
being a hard layer and at least one layer being a soft layer." 
Element 13 is a vertically disposed shoe and element 17 is a 
gib. The specification does not disclose that either of these 
elements performs any function as a vibration isolator. The only 
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element in Mason which has a vibration isolation function is the 
cushioning member 19, which is a single layer. It is submitted 
that the Examiner's interpretation of the reference is just that 
"the Examiner's interpretation" . It is not anything which the 
reference teaches or suggests to one of ordinary skill in the 
art. For this reason, Mason does not anticipate the subject 
matter of claim 2. 

With regard to the Examiner's comments on pages 5 and 6 of 
the Answer, the only element described in the Japanese reference 
that has any purpose as a vibration isolator is the rubber 22 . 
None of the other elements relied upon by the Examiner are 
indicated in the reference as having any vibration isolation 
function. This is clear from the full text translation provided 
by the Examiner for the first time with his Answer. The element 
21 which the Examiner says is part of the vibration isolator is 
in actuality an L- shaped bracket which is secured to the guide 
shoe frame 20. Element 23 is nothing more than a support plate 
with a stud bolt 24 which is vulcanization bonded to an end of 
the ant i -vibration rubber. Element 27 is an L-shaped bracket 
which is connected to the ant i -vibration 11 via bolt 24 and 
plate 23. No ant i -vibration function is assigned to any of the 
elements 21, 23, and 27. Claim 2 is allowable because the cited 
and applied reference does not teach the structure of the 
claimed vibration isolator. 
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Claim 10 is allowable because the cited and applied 
Japanese reference does not teach or suggest the claimed subject 
matter of a plurality of hard layers and soft layers. 

Claims 11 - 14 are allowable for the reasons set forth in 
Appellant's Brief. 

For the foregoing reasons and the reasons set forth in 
Appellant's Brief, the instant application is believed to be 
allowable. The Board is hereby requested to reverse the 
rejections of record and remand the case to the Examiner for 
allowance . 
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